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1. What are the limited SEATO actions proposed in Part One, 
paragraph 3? * Given the known weakness and division of 
SEATO, is such a meeting likely to impress the Communists, 
or perhaps only provide an excuse for CHICOM intransigence? 

2. Is a U, S. unit in Thailand the best way of signalling support 
to Sarit and general concern for the area? Bis sell and Nitze 
suggest that read, strengthening of Thai forces would be better -- 
though these dollar costs would shovjas troop movements do not - 
assuming that Pentagon really moved quickly on such new aid. 

3. Does this whole approach fully recognize that the decisive 
dialogue here is with Khrushchev? And are we not coming to a 
time when something should be 6aid directly -to him? In this 
area wheacall the local advantages are against us, one clear asset 
is that if Khrushchev wants serious talks with you, there must be 
a real cooling-off in Laos. Should we not move in ways which 
make it as easy as possible for him to face down the CHICOMS 

on this point, while emphasizing quietly the depth of our com- 
mitment ? 

None of these questions is more than a marginal comment on the 
immediate steps proposed. The paper is a carefully worked 
out and intelligent attack on a very tough problem. 


McG. B. 




